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DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
fiberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as I now know. the rule

is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. T have read that the EU said it will

not mnitial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the FU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
tfor U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. [t is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, I have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. —~ London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
conlrol of U.S. airlines. I understand members ot the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. 1 believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards.
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foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as I now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.
It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU. and while the U.S.
— EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOTs proposal does nothing
for U.S. arlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-oftf slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. 1 understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional otficials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable fevel, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons 1 am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.
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Regards. \
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, SW

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20580

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control (Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

I am writing to voice my concerns about DOT’s proposed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the Eurcpean Union to
“liberalize” air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

it seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. it is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

| do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the
fact that Congress is the iegal body to review, discuss and take action on new iaws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper

forum.
1 yrging yeuto withdraw the proposed rule.
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Regards,
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400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:
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DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel bct\\‘ccn the United States and the 25 EU countries. But. as | now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efTorts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not itial a new aviation agiccmcm with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

[t seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a dezll signed with thc EU, and while the U.S.
— LU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market. DOT's proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. = London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I'do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and

control of U.S. airlines. [ understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws rclming to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control snucun . I believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the fiberalization
occurs on an equitable fevel, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons I am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
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Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15739)

Dear Department of Transportation:

amowriti sranosed rule on actual control of UF S aiviines by

foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize™ air ravel between the United States and the 235 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. T have read that the EU said it will|

not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

It scems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EUL and while the ULS.
— LU deal gives European airlines improved access to the .S, market. DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S, airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. [t is wrong to say Heathrow wouald

be epen under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines fike Continental still wont be able to
operate at Heathrow due to fack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
recard, [ have to say the U.S. Government has failed 10 open up U.S. = London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to chance U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members ot the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review. discuss and take action on new laws relating to U S, airlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.,

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the fiberalization
occurs on an equitable fevel, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons 1 am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.
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Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:
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{ rule on actual control of 115, airlines by

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberahize™ air travel between the United States and the 235 EU countries. But, as [ now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become {inal.

it scems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a dcal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.

EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow anpont. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won"t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of fanding and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
recard. [ have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — Londan Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I 'do not believe DOT has the autherity to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. [ believe my elected congressional oftficials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law,

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable fevel. is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons [ am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
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Re: Foreign Ownership and Controi
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:
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DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But. as T now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I'have read that the EU said itwill|
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. betore the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

{t scems to me that the DOT rule was written only (o get a deal signed with the EUL and while the U.S.
~ LU deal vives Evropean airlines improved access to the LS. market, DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airfines that cannot operate at London™s Heathrow airport. 1t is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still wan’t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-oft slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard. | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. ~ London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change LS. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but onlyv when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable Tevel. is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons 1 am urging you to withdraw the proposed rufe.

Regards,/
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Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-13759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

Pam writing 1o voice my concerns about DO s nron ed rule on actual control of U.S airfines h\
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DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

Tiberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU couniries. But. as | now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sien a deal with the Europeans. Thave read that the EU said iwwill
aot intial a new aviation agrecment with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

[t scems to me that the DOT rule was written only to set a deal signed with the EUL and while the U.S.
- LU deal gives BEuropean airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT's proposal does nothing
tor U.S. awrlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be epen under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and mke-oﬂ\lots and lack of airport real estate. In this
recard, [ have to sayv the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

P

control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written Jetters stating the fact
that Congress is the leaal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. I believe my elected congressional otficials are the only

[ do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government eftorts to liberalize international travel but only when the hiberalization
occurs on an equitable level, s fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

IFor the above menuomd veasons Tam urging you to w ithdraw the proposed rule.
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Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:
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w actual controf of US atrlines by

foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as [ now know. the rule
1s very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become {inal.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EUL and while the U.S.
— EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. [t is wrong to say Heathrow would
be epen under the proposed agrecment because U.S. airlines like Continental still wont be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
recard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use whife flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the autherity to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body 1o review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. 1 believe my clected congressional officials are the only

appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation faw.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,

Name: -~

Address:




Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control (Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

I am writing to voice my concerns about DOT’s proposed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties,

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize” air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won’t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the fop airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S Congress have written jetters stating the
fact that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper
forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
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Docket Operations

.S, Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20580

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control (Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

[ am writing to voice my concerns about DOT’s proposed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union fo
“iberalize” air trave! between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts o sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. 1t is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off siots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Govemment has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authonity to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U S. Congress have written letters stating the
fact that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper
forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the preposed rule.

Regards,
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20580

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control {Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

I am writing to voice my concerns about DOT's proposed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize” air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. it is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S Government has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

i do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the
fact that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

| support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize intemational travel but only when the liberalization
pccurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper
forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards, \ - R
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20580

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control {Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

{ am writing to voice my concerns about DOT's proposed rule on actual controt of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
‘liberalize” air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S, before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Govermnment has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U S. Congress have written letters stating the
fact that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper
forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,

Nams:

Address:
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

I am writing
A S SRS

[ on ac

val control of U.S airlines by

foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But. as [ now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. 1 have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU. and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market. DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. [t is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard. | have to say the U.S. Government has failed 1o open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. [ understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law,

I support U.S. Government cfforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons [ am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,

Name: -

Address:




Docket Operations

U.8. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20580

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control (Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

I am writing to voice my concerns about DOT's propesed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize” air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

it seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT's proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. it is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off siots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U 8. Govemnment has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the
fact that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper
forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
J Suvnaxef ¢t fmll

,'/{ * “""'"m-«.> -
Name: L Conald < I }\/

Address: \7 223 Coventyy Ct.
Medinag od HHD G4




Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Strest, SW

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control (Docket OST-03-15759)
Dear Department of Transportation:

[ am writing to voice my concerns about DOT's proposed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign parties.

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize” air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

it seems to me that the DOT rule was written only {o get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT’s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

i do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the
fact that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S.
airlines and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the
only appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

| support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize intemational travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper
forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
Name: Kvtr Royrewnerts
Address: 205172 BEACewsFrecd BevDd
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

~ancerns about DO on actual control of 1S arrfines by

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel bctwccn the United States and the 235 EU countries. But. as | now know, the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read (hat the EU said it will
not inttial a new aviation agxcemcm with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only o get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
~ EU deal gives Furopean airlines improved access to the U.S. market. DOT s proposal does nothing
tfor U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport rcal estate. In this
reeard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws refating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum

For the above mer

ioned reasons | anlyﬁnw \(}'u to withdraw the proposed rule,

// (vt ///@W'
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Regards.
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

roposed role on actual conirof of U S airfines by

1
o S LLLig

rconcerns about DO e

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“hberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 235 EU countries. But. as I now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

[t seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the ULS.
~ LU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won "t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
reeard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. = London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. [ believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level. is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper ferum.

For the above mentioned reasons I am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,

Name: ( %/w [:Z&-«/V CJ}WIW OZ/\g()f

Address: ~
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building. Room PL-401
Wagshington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

concerns about DOT s

¢ I
ISR (SR IR 3 S S IR VLV < H ]

foreign parties.

ronosed rule on actual control of U.S airlines by

—_——

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the Luropean Union to
“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 235 EU countries. But, as | now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. T have read that the EU said it will

~

not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

It seems (0 me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU, and while the U.S.
~ EU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S.market, DOT's proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be apen under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, [ have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. = London Heathrow air scrvice
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change UL.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. 1 believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons [ am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,

Name: 361/1/( 7 \’/ZC’}C{/Z{{

Address:
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

veice my concerns about DOTs proposed rule on actual controt of TS airfines by

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“hberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 23 EU countries. But, as [ now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EUL and while the U.S.
— EU deal gives European airtines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT's proposal dees nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, 1 have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the autherity to change ULS. aviation laws regarding toreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. 1 believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards, o
& S 7/%/

S

Name: {\jl'/{_m( A@%Q o
Address: 31%7 (W&f‘“ {l‘)(
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

it DO s proposed rule on actual control of U'S aiviines by

Yy oon !
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DOT has said that the rule 1s unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as | now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.
It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only o get a deal signed with the EUL and while the ULS.
— EU deal gives FEuropean airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
recard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control ot U.S. airlines. | understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review. discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. I believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but enly when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level. is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging vou to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regar

gards, y

Name: . \\\ﬁ
qel ?iu,(x( DA
Address:
TN X
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.\W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

"g proposed ru tle on actual contral of U1.S. airiines by

giow y concerns abou s pt ed ru al

foreign parties.

' Y
Lam writing

v

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as [ now know, the rule
1s very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiif become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EUL and while the ULS.
— LU Cai gives Luropean airlines improved access to the U.S. market, DOT s proposal does nothin
for U.S. airfines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow woule
be open under the proposed agreement because ULS, airlines like Continental still won™t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack oﬁirport real estate. In this
recard, 1 have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

i

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. anlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications ot changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable level, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
[ g
oo CCl
T qrese ; o ]
Name: oo le L
Address: B4 \:_ R - e t\"x :
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh btraet, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PI -401
Washington, DC 2059

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

)nlnn
[ F 34

foreign partie

rconcerns about DO s nroposed rule on actual confrol of U.S aivlines by

DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to

“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countries. But, as [ now know. the rule
1s very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Furopeans. | have read that the EU said it will
not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

It scems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EUL and while the U.S.
- U deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S.market. DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heatlirow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won™t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
recard, | have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. — London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. 1 undusmnd members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. | believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the imphczmons of changing U.S. aviation law,

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but enly when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable level. is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons | am uﬂ'n" you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,
\T\.*

ES—

Namnie:

Address: Q 0’\\“* m (DO(‘\(/\
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Docket Operations

U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassit Building. Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Foreign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-13739)

Dcar Department of Transportation:

Fam writing to voice my concerns about DOT s proposed rule on actual control of U.S. airlines by
foreign partics.

DOT has said that the rule 1s unrclated to recent aviation negotiations with the Europcan Union to

“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 25 EU countrics. But. as I now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT cfforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. I have read that the EU said it will
not initial a now aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule will become final.

It scems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal signed with the EU. and while the U.S.
- EU deal gives European airlies improved access to the U.S. market, DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. It is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won't be able to
operate at Heathrow duc to lack of landing and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard. [ have to sav the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to usc while flving to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the authority to change U.S  aviation laws regarding forcign ownership and
control of U.S. arrlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress 1s the legal body to review. discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlimes
and their ownership and control structure. [ believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropnate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
occurs on an equitable fevel. 1s fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons I am urging vou to withdraw the proposed rulc.

T

(mt S,\cphcn D. Arnold
Chief Pilot-CLE

5333 Bertram Drive
Port Clinton. Ohio
43432
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U.S. Department of Transportation
400 Seventh Street, S.W

Nassif Building, Room PL-401
Washington, DC 20590

Re: Forcign Ownership and Control
(Docket OST-03-15759)

Dear Department of Transportation:

it 13 sosed rule on actual control of ULS airiines by
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DOT has said that the rule is unrelated to recent aviation negotiations with the European Union to
“liberalize™ air travel between the United States and the 235 EU countries. But, as | now know. the rule
is very much tied to DOT efforts to sign a deal with the Europeans. [ have read that the EU said it will

not initial a new aviation agreement with the U.S. before the EU knows that the rule wiil become final.

It seems to me that the DOT rule was written only to get a deal siened with the EU. and while the U.S.
— kU deal gives European airlines improved access to the U.S. market. DOT s proposal does nothing
for U.S. airlines that cannot operate at London’s Heathrow airport. 1t is wrong to say Heathrow would
be open under the proposed agreement because U.S. airlines like Continental still won’t be able to
operate at Heathrow due to lack of fanding and take-off slots and lack of airport real estate. In this
regard, 1 have to say the U.S. Government has failed to open up U.S. - London Heathrow air service
while Heathrow is the top airport to use while flying to and from London.

I do not believe DOT has the autherity to change U.S. aviation laws regarding foreign ownership and
control of U.S. airlines. I understand members of the U.S. Congress have written letters stating the fact
that Congress is the legal body to review, discuss and take action on new laws relating to U.S. airlines
and their ownership and control structure. I believe my elected congressional officials are the only
appropriate individuals to consider the implications of changing U.S. aviation law.

I support U.S. Government efforts to liberalize international travel but only when the liberalization
oceurs on an equitable fevel, is fair to the U.S. and when the discussion takes place in the proper forum.

For the above mentioned reasons [ am urging you to withdraw the proposed rule.

Regards,

Name: *

Address:




